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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to communications filed April 19, 2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Paul et al. (hereinafter Paul)(U.S. Patent No. 6,052,709) in view of He (Pub. No. 
US 2003/0182383 A1). 

Regarding claim 1, Paul discloses as follows: 

A mobile communication terminal, wherein a mobile communication terminal is 
interpreted as a user terminal (user terminal, see, e.g., col. 5, lines 46-48, reference 
character 130-132 in Figure 5) comprising; 

A mail receiving means for receiving mail (an email storage database, reference 
character 206 in Figure 2, which receives and stores incoming email, see, e.g., col. 6, 
lines 26-29); 

A detection conditions acquisition means for acquiring detection conditions 
data including a letter string (a spam probe, an email address which is a letter string, 
created by processor to identify sources of unsolicited email or spam, see, e.g., col. 4, 
lines 19-24) from a detection conditions distribution server (control center, see, e.g., 
reference character 101 in Figure 1, col. 5, lines 54-56) and storing the detection 
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condition data in a detection conditions storage means (exclusion list manager, see, 
e.g., 202 in Figure 2, col. 5, lines 63-67)(alert signals received from the control center 
are automatically processed by the filtering application so that the source data extracted 
from the alert signals are automatically added to the stored exclusion list, see, e.g., col. 

6, lines 17-25); 

A detection means for performing detection processing for extracting the mail 
received by the mail receiving means (email storage, 206 in Figure 2) when a condition, 
in which the mail includes a letter string conforming to the letter string included in the 
detection condition data stored in the detection conditions storage means (exclusion list 
manager, 202 in Figure 2), is satisfied (filtering application, 200 in Figure 2, see, e.g., 
col. 5, lines 54-62); and 

All detected mails are stored at a special folder in the user's in-box (see. e.g., col. 

7, lines 1-8). 

Paul does not disclose for sending the detected mail information to the detected 
mail notification receiving server. 
He discloses as follows: 

Detected mail notification processing (a web-server based email message filter 
and notification system) means for sending information (message passes the criteria set 
by the user, see, e.g., page 3, paragraph [0031], lines 9-13) that the mail has been 
extracted by the detection means (email detection means, 6 in figure 1) to a detected 
mail notification receiving server (notification receiver, 1 1 in figure 1 and email server in 
figure 5, see, e.g., page 4, paragraph [0040], lines 1-6)(a web-server based email 
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message filter and notification system sends a notification data signal to the email 
server, see, e.g., page 3, paragraph [0029], lines 1-6). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Paul to include detected mail notification processing as taught by He 
in order to handle efficiently the detected mails by one designated server for further 
required process. 

Regarding claim 2, Paul discloses the detection condition data includes a 
plurality of the letter strings (data categories, letter strings, are listed in the exclusion list, 
see, e.g., col. 6, lines 2-1 1 , Figure 3). 

Regarding claim 3, Paul discloses the list display means for displaying a list of 
information for identifying a plurality of mail received by the mail receiving means, 
respectively, in the list displaying, the list display means (user interface, 208 in Figure 2) 
displays information for identifying the mail extracted (first display code indicating the 
JUNK status of the message, see, e.g., col. 6, lines 46-49) by the detection means in a 
mode different that of mail not extracted (second display code indicating the OK status 
of the message, see, e.g., col. 6, lines 54-56) by the detection means (see, e.g., col. 6, 
lines 26-58, Figure 2). 

Regarding claim 4, Paul discloses the category information inputted by a user to 
the detection conditions distribution server (exclusion list manager, 202 in Figure 
2)(user exclusion list is created and modified manually by the user and exclusion list 
manager creates and stores a user exclusion list, see, e.g., col. 5 line 63 to col. 6 

r 

Iine16). 
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Regarding claim 5, Paul discloses the detection condition selection control 
means for storing selection information (exclusion list manager stores the user 
exclusion list, see, e.g., col. 5, lines 63-67). 

Regarding claims 6-8, Paul discloses as follows: 

Detected mail (JUNK status of the message) deletion means for deleting the mail 
received by the mail receiving means (the JUNK status of the message are 
automatically discarded by the filter (email filter, 204 in Figure 2), see, e.g., col. 6, line 
64 to col. 7, line 1); 

Detected mail selection deletion means for providing a display for prompting a 
user to select whether or not to delete the extracted (display the message filtered out in 
a distinctive color in the user's in-box in order to decide whether or not to delete the 
message, see, e.g., col. 7, lines 1-8); and 

First and second detected mail processing control means for storing information 
regarding whether the extracted mail is deleted with a display for prompting or without it 
based on an input by an administrator to the mobile communication terminal (displays 
the alternatives in user's inbox, see, e.g., col. 6, line 64 to col. 7, line 8). 

Regarding claim 9, Paul discloses all the limitations as above. 

Regarding claims 10 and 11, Paul discloses first detection conditions application 
control means for storing and acquiring detection condition application information, 
which regards whether is indispensable or being able to be selected by a user (email 
message marked with the first display code (JUNK mail) are further processed by the 
filter using user preference data entered by the user, see, e.g., col. 7, lines 16-36). 
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Regarding claim 13, Paul discloses as follows: 

A detection conditions distribution server (control center, see, e.g., reference 
character 101 in Figure 1, col. 5, lines 54-56) for controlling detection condition data 
including a letter string for extracting specific mail received by a mobile communication 
terminal (a spam probe, an email address which is a letter string, created by processor 
to identify sources of unsolicited email or spam, see, e.g., col. 4, lines 19-24), 
comprising second detected mail processing control means for storing information 
regarding distribution processing for specifying that each of a plurality of mobile 
communication terminals automatically deletes mail or that a user is allowed to select 
the deletion, when the mail received by each of the plurality of mobile communication 
terminals which acquires the detection condition data satisfy the condition in which the 
mail include letter strings conforming to the letter string included in the detection 
condition data (display the message filtered out in a distinctive color in the user's in-box 
in order to decide whether or not to delete the message, see, e.g., col. 7, lines 1-8), 
based on specification by an administrator of each of the plurality of mobile 
communication terminals such that each piece of the information is associated with the 
information for identifying each of the mobile communication terminals (displays the 
alternatives in user's inbox, see, e.g., col. 6, line 64 to col. 7, line 8). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

4 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 



Application/Control Number: 10/647,239 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2154 

invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over He (Pub. 
No. US 2003/0182383 A1) in view of Kitaura et a I. (hereinafter Kitaura)(Pub. No. US 
2002/0091569 A1). 

Regarding claim 14, He discloses as follows: 

A detected mail notification receiving server (notification receiver, 11 in figure 1 
and email server in figure 5, see, e.g., page 4, paragraph [0040], lines 1-6), comprising; 

Detected mail receiving means (notification means, 7 in figure 1, see, e.g., page 
3, paragraph [0032], lines 11-16) for receiving information regarding mail including a 
first letter string conforming to a second letter string for detecting specific mail (message 
passes the criteria set by the user, see, e.g., page 3, paragraph [0031], lines 9-13) 
which is sent by a mobile communication terminal (email enabled machine, 2 in figure 1, 
is interpreted as any email enabled mobile machines); and 

It is inherent that notification receiving server (email server) is connected to 
networks. 

He does not disclose communication charge return instruction means. 
Kitaura discloses as follows: 

The coupon service server calculates the amount to be rebated to the user based 
on the sales slip data stored in the usage information database (see, e.g., page 12, 
paragraph [0175], lines 1-3); 

This rebate could be refunded as a reduction of the monthly cellular phone 
communication charges wherein the communication charges including all services 
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provided such as emailing, texting, Internet browsing and calling (see, e.g., page 12, 
paragraph [0175], lines 4-5); and 

The coupon service server generates discount statements (interpreted as the 
communication charge return instruction) and sends to the billing and payment 
processor (functioning as the billing control server 158 in figure 12) to generate bill 
statements (see, e.g., page 12, paragraph [0175], lines 7-12 and 17-18). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify He to include communication charge return instruction as taught by 
Kitaura in order to improve customer's satisfaction by the refund of communication 
charges for the unwanted emails distribution. 

Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments filed 4/19/2007, with respect to claims 1-1 1 and 13-14, 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
A. Summary of Applicant's Arguments 

In the remarks, the applicant argues as followings: 

1) Claim 1 is amended to incorporate the subject matter of Claim 12, which was 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Paul in view of Satoh. In 
response to this rejection, Applicants respectfully submit that amended independent 
Claim 1 recites novel features clearly not taught or rendered obvious by the applied 
references. Amended independent Claim 1 relates to a mobile communications terminal 

» 

that is configured to filter out and delete unwanted e-mail messages using detection 
data retrieved from an external server; 
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2) In addressing this claimed "detected mail notification processing means" 
feature, the Official Action cites col. 7, lines 1-8 of Paul, and states that the reference 
describes that "all detected mails are stored at a special folder in the user's in-box." The 
Official Action then admits that Paul "does not disclose for sending the detected mail 
information to the detected mail notification receiving server from a mobile 
communication terminal for the communication charge purpose." In an attempt to 
remedy this deficiency, the Official Action relies on Satoh and asserts that it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
cited references to arrive at Applicant's claims. Applicants, however, respectfully 
traverse this rejection, as Satoh fails to teach or suggest the claimed features for which 
the reference is asserted under 35 U.S.C. § 103; 

3) Claim 14 was also rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over 
Paul in view of Satoh. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection as Claim 14 recites 
novel features clearly not taught or rendered obvious by the applied references; and 

4) Claim 13 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by Paul. In 
response to this rejection, Applicants respectfully submit that independent Claim 13 
recites novel features clearly not taught or rendered obvious by the applied reference. 
Paul, however, fails to teach or suggest that the messages are filtered based on 
specification by an administrator of each of the plurality of mobile communication 
terminals such that each piece of the information is associated with the in formation for 
identifying each of the mobile communication terminals, as recited in independent Claim 
13. In contrast, as discussed above, Paul describes that the same alerts are broadcast 
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to a plurality of system components, and the alerts are used to perform a system-wide 
filtering of all e-mail from a similar source. The server of Claim 13 allows for the 
administration of detection data by an administrator on a terminal-by-terminal basis 
such that each piece of the information is associated with the in formation for identifying 
each of the mobile communication terminals. Paul fails to teach or suggest this claimed 
feature. 

B. Response to Arguments 

In response to argument 1), applicant's arguments with respect to the amended 
claim 1 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
The amended claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Paul et al. (hereinafter Paul)(U.S. Patent No. 6,052,709) in view of He (Pub. No. US 
2003/0182383 A1). 

In response to argument 2), the amended claim 1 is rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Paul et al. (hereinafter Paul)(U.S. Patent No. 
6,052,709) in view of He (Pub. No. US 2003/0182383 A1). 

He discloses as follows: 

Detected mail notification processing (a web-server based email message filter 
and notification system) means for sending information (message passes the criteria set 
by the user, see, e.g., page 3, paragraph [0031], lines 9-13) that the mail has been 
extracted by the detection means (email detection means, 6 in figure 1) to a detected 
mail notification receiving server (notification receiver, 1 1 in figure 1 and email server in 
figure 5, see, e.g., page 4, paragraph [0040], lines 1-6)(a web-server based email 
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message filter and notification system sends a notification data signal to the email 
server, see, e.g., page 3, paragraph [0029], lines 1-6). 

In response to argument 3), applicant's arguments with respect to claim 14 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Claim 14 is 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over He (Pub. No. US 
2003/0182383 A1) in view of Kitaura et al. (hereinafter Kitaura)(Pub. No. US 
2002/0091569 A1) with the reason explained above. 

In response to argument 4), regarding claim 13, Paul discloses as follows: 
A detection conditions distribution server (control center, see, e.g., reference 
character 101 in Figure 1, col. 5, lines 54-56) for controlling detection condition data 
including a letter string for extracting specific mail received by a mobile communication 
terminal (a spam probe, an email address which is a letter string, created by processor 
to identify sources of unsolicited email or spam, see, e.g., col. 4, lines 19-24), 
comprising second detected mail processing control means for storing information 
regarding distribution processing for specifying that each of a plurality of mobile 
communication terminals automatically deletes mail or that a user is allowed to select 
the deletion, when the mail received by each of the plurality of mobile communication 
terminals which acquires the detection condition data satisfy the condition in which the 
mail include letter strings conforming to the letter string included in the detection 
condition data (display the message filtered out in a distinctive color in the user's in-box 
in order to decide whether or not to delete the message, see, e.g., col. 7, lines 1-8), 
based on specification by an administrator of each of the plurality of mobile 
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communication terminals such that each piece of the information is associated with the 
information for identifying each of the mobile communication terminals (displays the 
alternatives in user's inbox, see, e.g., col. 6, line 64 to col. 7, line 8). 

Paul also discloses that the message are filtered based on specification by an 
administrator of each of the plurality of mobile communication terminals (the exclusion 
list processor, 502 in figure 5, maintains a separate user exclusion list for each user 
terminal, see, e.g., col. 8, lines 27-32 and email addressed to each user terminal is 
separately filtered using the exclusion list stored for each user respectively, see, e.g., 
col. 8, lines 49-54). 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeong S. Park whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1597. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 7:30 - 5:00 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on 571-272-1915. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JP 

May 31, 2007 



